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analysis,   as   it  seems   on   the   whole   to   be   that   best
supported and most supportable.

If we take the a priori as the outcome of a logical
inquiry, as the product of a logical analysis describing
how the formation of knowledge out of its constituent
factors is to be conceived, if the world is to be thinkable
(i.e. to satisfy our logical ideals), then the first point of
which we shall require an explanation is how we come
by these factors. In the Kantian analysis knowledge
is said to arise out of the union of heterogeneous
elements, Sensation and Thought, the former supplying
the Matter, the latter the Form. But what authenticates
Kant's fundamental antithesis of Matter and Form,
Sensation and Thought, so that it should be imperative
on every one to set out from it in his analysis of the
nature of knowledge ? Why are we not to be at liberty
to conduct our analysis in whatever way and by whatever
principles appear to us most suitable ? Why should we
be tied down to Kant's factors ? Has not Mr. Shad worth
Hodgson recently shown that it is possible to construct
a logical analysis of knowledge as elaborate and careful
as Kant's (though perhaps just as unsound ultimately)
without having recourse to a use of a priori principles ?
Or better still, should we not do well to go back to
Aristotle and find in his antithesis of mediate and
immediate, discursive and intuitive, the basis of an
analysis quite as legitimate in theory and far more
fertile in practice? Is it not in short an unavoidable
methodological defect of any * epistemological' argument
that it must rest on an arbitrary selection of fundamental
assumptions ?

So far as I can see, the exclusive claims of the
Kantian analysis could be defended only in two ways.
It might be alleged that the recognition of its truth was
itself an a priori necessity of thought. Or it might be
contended that its correctness was guaranteed by the
manner of its working, by our finding that, as a matter of
subsequent experience, it did enable us to account rationally
for all the observed characteristics of our knowledge.